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„ . • • October 25, W>¥ 

f P> C tC/vCxa/vA/c**^ U 

' V^U'X. «*•"» 

lie* % memorandum for president JOHNSON 

Subject: Sumo OuMtton. & Ah*w.r. (lor CBS) ’ 

a v««« waiter Cronldto and hi* merry men will b* 

£EJ E2 .*.«■ — w.*-..ur to ».« - *• i— 1 — 

interview. They wish to explore the following: 


1 . 


_ __ - id that your inclination to a bombing halt came 

° : YOU , (^ ch »Sr than late in the month-a. *ome 

«»«*. could you d.*cribe bow. that 

came about? 

A* Recall meeting of March 4 with principal advisers. 

Rm/k .aid bombing halt might be good idea 
.President .aid: ’Get on yonr hor.e. on that right away. 

Next day, March 5. another meeting. 

Ru.k suggested statement President might make 
(Yon may wish to read that statement - *•« Tab A.) 

Mid-March— Goldberg suggested total bombing halt. 

Rusk sent eye. only” **.«*ge to Bunker. Outlined two 
ideas--partial halt and total; a*ked his reaction. 

Bunker thought total halt ’impossible.’* He could live with ’ 
partial stoppage. 

p resident d.dded prlvafly to go ahead-U mllitarfr cotumsu. 
agreed troop* would noth* endangers®. 

They agreed. We went ahead. 

' .. rtth-r._who didn’t know of Rusk plan or had 

^ot^M.^sal-b.^ ^ for .am. ***• Called 
Rusk about •’lobbying” by etusrs. 

It wa. Ruak'a i«dgm.ut lhat .a. decisive-plus that of mlUtax, 
men responsible for our boys at the front. 
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2. O: What did jOB^meaUly expect to co— from the bombing v h*lt? 

. ' ^ * .,** f 

Did sot know. Roped they would meet us half-way. 

Thought there vu perhaps 50*50 chance. 

Felt sure our proposal would put them on the spot. f 
American people and world opinion could only look on 
it as fair proposal. 

If Hanoi turned it down, they would have a hard time explaining. 


Also, felt that my withdrawal from politics would underline 
total sincerity of our proposal. Hanoi could not charge ’political 
maneuvering' or trick -- ae they might have otherwise. 

In short, I was skeptical -- but hopeful -- they would respond 
positively. 

3. Q. To clarify the policy review that went into your March decisions, 
what was the role of the 'Clifford Group”? 


A. Have to recall overall situation at the time — aftermath of Tet 
offensive. Communists beaten back but still capable of ’suicide 
attacks; also -- danger in Korea, threats in Berlin, our strategic 
reserve depleted. 

President asked military what they thought they needed. They 
produced contingency plan in light of total situation -- and 
expectation there would be call up of reserves, larger draft, etc. 

Than, through leaks, ’ distorted and sensational stories 
appeared — 'President plans to send 200, 000 or mors troops to 
Viet-Nam. ' Was not true. But scared some people. 

Have to remember there are at least five important steps in this 
kind of thing: 

a) List of possible requirements — a contingency plan to meet 
a variety of circumstances; 

b) Staffing of requirements -- are they required in light of all 
circumstances? Where will men and materiel come from? 
What is cost? Effect of other factors — economic, political, 
etc. ? 
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c) F resident* s decision to accept, reject, or accept part at 
staffed-out proposal; 

i 

i 

t 

d) Mobilisation of men and supplies under plan; 

t 

* 
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cedant's decision to commit men and supplies. Purpose 
of Clifford group was to supply second step — staffing out 
contingency proposal. 
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But, President asked group to do more — look at aU alternatives 
{rTsituation — military, political, economic, psychological, etc. 

(You may wish to read key paragraph in directive to Clifford Group. 

Tab B) 

1 

| 
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March 4 — Group reported back on scaled-down version of 

Contingency Plan. First proposal included — eend 22, 000 men 

to Vietnam. 

t 

> 
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During month, this was scaled down. 
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Situation was improving. Pressure off in Korea, Berlin. By 

March 31. we decided to eend only^ 13, 500 ~ 

i 
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Other elements of Clifford Group proposals — which President 
altered or rejected: call up of reserves < 262 » 000 > : greased 
d»ft caUsF extension of military terms ofseryice; and no new 

oeace initiatives. 

t 

t 

! 

4 a. What .a. the rale of th. aotaid. S.»ior Advi.ors who met with 
you HU in March? Wx* thi. pari of th. policy review? 

j 

t 

A. We did this periodically. Had met with same group previous 

November. Wanted to get: 

i 

__ their current thinking; 

i 

! 
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-- check on opinion in non-governmental circles; 
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__ B ee if they had any new ideas that would be useful; 

.. gee if they would support the steps we were about to take. 

All responsible men; men of good judgment; unquestioned loyalty. 
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Bnt .. Uvini on outside — they had been Uviog with two month* of 

“gloom end doom' lnno.op.por. «d TV. Al.o, 

oSr passimi*t* had b«n 'lobbying 1 with matnbar* of the grotxp 

ontside. 

Night before we met, they received brUflng from S^te. Defen« 

CIA. Briefer, bent over backward, to give • ^d ^cture. 
in doing so, they created false picture by etre.*ing problem*. 

Thi* straightened out. in part, -eat day when General Abram agave 
them thorough, hone.t, and detailed picture of military situation. 

Same advi*er* were staunch — and remained so. 

Other* opposed too deep involvement - continued to do *o. 

Jn middle - noticeable wobbling on the part of some. 

I realised pre..ure. they were under and kind of picture they had 
of situation. 

not '.hocked ' - *. *om. reported - bnt w« di.»ppointed. 

m *ny c... Pr.oid.nt toll mooting confld.nt .»t .dvi'"” -onld 

.teU h. obont to Uk.. On. thing »*• '.hock - 
support step* he was aoous w ...... victory' and that we 

fact that several advisers spoke of military *T n 

could not achieve it. Was shocked- because thought ™ en 

yZ better. Military victory • in traditional sense was not - 

and had not been — our goal. 

We wanted; 1) prevent aggression from succeeding; 

2) permit South Vietnamese to live in peace and 
make their own future free from use of force 
and terror. 

Think we had succeeded in first, were well down the road toward 
the second. 

Mooting with advisors conflmted my opinion Tot: tad b... miUtery 
dote^or mtemy in Vl.t-N.m, hut psychological victory in U. S. 
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Q Wtota. x.1. f *• “ taU ’ id “ 1 

ri.\ m.mb.r of th. S«dor Adri.orr Gr.**? 

A. (Not* Aehoooo hod lonch .Ion. with th.Pr..ld.nt on March 14. 

VcAft H« also participated in Advisory Group meetings 

assit^rtJ^Ssra—- 

would be; 

.. Proaideot di.agr.ad -ith Ar*«« l • »f ^Ultory 

r« porting and a palpation.: Pr.tld.ot... fotto* » **“* 4 “ l 
information - of aU kind. — that Achaaon not awaro of. 

- Don't want to go into Individual. <ffni«* " 

^T.taUUc'^r.-.lnn--^ -*«»-■ hav. provanhim 

Q. (CBS prof..... to 

t2£ -W aakf, 

What do t^ tk. ^ ^ 

- sssn^r.SBS3sS25Ss= 

SSr-SsssKsssgf^ 

including the 1968 campaign and the transition h 

are tevfar to get 3 or 4 shows fori. However. “ to 

respond, you may wish to say something like the following:) 

President Thi.u was fully with u. on Paris proposals -- in mid 

summer, in mid-October, and right up to f^y^for^y^ 

October 31 sp~ch. Butwh.n he c^ulU^iu^ ^ Assembiy 
them balked. Viet-Nam's constitution requires 

approval for major foreign policy moves. H 
trouble when he talked to Assembly leaders. 


W-.' '*?. 
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I think to also tod toon advised through his Embassy in * "■ 

Vsshiagton that Nixon would probably win tto •Isction. Hs a 
iomotoUtos may tovs felt going quieMy to Paris w«Uwb 
Johnson Administration look good. Refueing to go might tolp 

Nixon. 

Hs may tov. dscided try to pl.as. what to thought would to nsw 
administration. If so, I think it was a tragic mistaks. 

As for Hanoi — don't think ttoy know enough about Amsrican 
politics to play it ona way or another. 

On tto Soviets - they seemed very Werestad getting 

missile talks with us. Then, near tto first of the year, they 

suddenly cooled off. 

Wtattt.raM<maw.ra, I don't tamt.lMay* ««r. 

ltwooM b. batter to d.a! with oaw Atentaiatratiao. H ao. t "Unk 

that, too, waa a tragic mistake for all concerned. 


7. O. (On politics, they wish to proto more on *64.) 

President, you have said you had reservations about running 
again in 1964. Tst you had accompUsto^ a gr^t^ a 
legislative program. You were doing well in ft* P° T 

reeerratione? 

. I ttiob thay ara trrtaf topoah tba limita of thia teterriaw. 

^ n,»eh » tep. a. P~ft*. Ate. Iteteb T^ 

pnbal aoawara aa thta matter «ra rary dw. t> /«» -»«>- 
tor.ap.md«• «■*•. T<~•“•»>>•** tok “‘ dta - 11 

v ° : §SiS£Sl^S£, 

A. (A^io. I '' 

H^n^tey'. atraogte'iBcraMad l» tea Sa.temb.r-Cdebar paHod. 
See Tab E.) 
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9. Q. (Finally, they wish to re-do the question on your own fooling* 
about the television sorioa.) 

Mr. President, thia ia the firat of a aoriaa of interviews cm 
year Proaidoncy. What do you expect to achieve in thaao talk*, 
what ia your hopo aa to their affect? 

A. (Ton may wiah to aay aomothing like:) 

Walter, X there has boon a good daal of misunderstanding 

of many thing* -- dociaiona are made, action* wo took. Tha 
American people have hoard a groat daal about Lyndon Jo hn so n -- 
much, if not meat, of it from people who did not know mo, or 
did not hare accaas to the facta. X think it ia important for them 
to hoar directly fr om me just what are did, and why wa did it, 
and how wo did it. X am not interested in vindication. But X am 
interested in historic truth. 


Tabo Attached 

A. Statement read hy Dean Rusk at March 5, 1968 meeting with the 
President. 

B. Directive to the Clifford Group (February 28, 1968). 

C. Seva re id talk with Dean Ache son. 

D. Summary of views of Senior Advisor* (March 26, 1968). 

* - V V - * ; r-r.. . 

C. ~ Material on polls covering Humphrey's standing (September and 
-October, 1968.) —' 


William J. Jordon 
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